October 26, 2021 CONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL Page 127

Cumulative Table of Cases
Connecticut Reports

Volume 339
Acorn Developers, LLC v. Pinto (Order) . . . . . . . ... ... . ... . ... ... ..... 909
Bank of New York Mellon v. Tope (Order) . . . . ... ... ................. 901
Banks v. Commissioner of Correction . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... .. ... ... 1

Habeas corpus; kidnapping first degree; robbery first degree; whether habeas court
should have assessed harm of error under State v. Salamon (287 Conn. 509) in
accordance with legal standard articulated in Brecht v. Abrahamson (507 U.S.
619) or that articulated in Neder v. United States (527 U.S. 1); whether habeas
court correctly determined that trial court’s failure to instruct jury in accordance
with Salamon was harmless when petitioner, after having taken property from
victims, forcibly removed them from scene of robbery and restrained them in
order to facilitate his escape.

Bell v. Commissioner of Correction. . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... . ... ..., 79

Habeas corpus, robbery first degree; kidnapping first degree; whether Appellate Court
correctly concluded that absence of jury instruction in accordance with State v.
Salamon (287 Conn. 509) at petitioner’s criminal trial was not harmless error.

Bellerive v. Grotto, Inc. (Order). . . . . . . . . . . .. .. 908
Carrasquillo v. Commissioner of Correction (Order) . . . . . . ... ... ... ....... 907
Conklin ». Teachers Ins. Co. (Order) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . i ittt ise 907
Devine v. Fusaro (Order). . . . . . . . . ... ... e 904
Fain v. Benak (Order). . . . . . . . . . . . e 906
Fenner v. Commissioner of Correction (Order) . . . . ... ... ... ... ......... 908
Harris v. Commissioner of Correction (Order) . . . ... ... ... .. ... ........ 905
LPP Mortgage Ltd. v. Underwood Towers Ltd. Partnership (Orders) . . . . ... .. 905, 906
Markley v. State Elections Enforcement Commission . . . . ... ... ........... 96

Administrative appeal; whether trial court properly dismissed plaintiffs’ appeal
challenging defendant agency’s action on petition for reconsideration of final
decision for lack of subject matter jurisdiction; lawfulness of defendant’s consid-
eration of plaintiffs’ petition for reconsideration after petition had by denied by
operation of law (§ 4-181a (a) (1)) through inaction by defendant, discussed;
defendant’s consideration of petition for reconsideration pursuant to § 4-181a
(a) (2), discussed; whether plaintiff’s appeal was timely filed pursuant to statute
($ 4-183 (¢) (3)).

Reserve Realty, LLC v. BLT Reserve, LLC (Order) . . . .. ... ... ............ 902
Reserve Realty, LLC v. Windemere Reserve, LLC (Orders). . . .. ... ....... 901, 903
State v. Arnold (Order) . . . . . . . . . .. e 904

Your Mansion Real Estate, LLC v. RCN Capital Funding, LLC (Order). . . . . . ... ... 908



